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e shooting of President am
eKinley, 1901, The assassin's
volver was hidden in a handkerchief.

[The Army’s] definition
reflects awareness that, since the
1880s, terrorists have been ‘playing
to the audience.’ That is, those they
wish to influence are not the victim,
but, rather, those who witness
(usually vicariously through
news media) the act.

escape the label of terrorism, but the
Reign of Terror during the French Revolu-
tion would not be terrorism. There is some
humor in noting that most scholars attrib-
ute the origin of the term “terrorism” to
the French experience during 1793-94.
The third point which can be made 1s
the absence of any reference to premedita-
tion. Just as there are degrees of assault
and murder in law, so also is there a dif-
ference in the violent acts associated with
terrorism. Terrorism requires thought. It
is systematic, designed and premeditated.
Terror is natural. Terrorism is contrived
by man. If, for instance, a man were to
become enraged by something said in a
political speech thardly an unusual occur-
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T Dart Walkerin Leslie’s Weekly

rence) and attack the speaker on the spot,
the world would label him guilty of
assault. By its definition, DOD would
label him a terrorist.

By combining these three points and
carrying them to a level of absurdity, an
individual could be charged with terror-
ism for physically attacking a soft drink
dispensing machine if he or she claimed
the act was for political, religious or ideo-
logical purposes. On the other hand, an
incumbent government could intimidate
elements of its society through a system-
atic application of violence, and the US
armed services could not call it terrorism.
An unsympathetic observer might be
tempted to accuse DOD of the same bias as
that of the Department of State. Be that
as it may, in neither instance can the defi-
nition stand the test of value-neutrality.

In 1983, the Army synthesized several
definitions into a concise, usable defini-
tion which _stands up well under scrutiny
as value-neutral:

... the calculated use of violence or the
threat of violence to attain goals political,
religious, or ideological in nature. This 1s
done through wntimidation, coercion, or
instilling fear. Terrorism wnvolves a crimi-
nal act that 1s often symbolic in nature and
intended to influence an audience beyond
the immediate victims.

Applying our rules, we find there is no
effort to identify-the perpetrator. It is as
applicable to the Reign of Terror in 18th-
century France as it is to Lebanon in 1985.
Terrorism from-above (repressive or state
terror) is accommodated along with that
from below (revolutionary or agitational
terror). The acts of individual sociopaths
are excluded as are spontaneous acts of
violence. There is no effort to create non-
victims by excluding certain categories
from consideration (for example, the
Department of State’s “noncombatants™).

Further, this definition reflects aware-
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State affiliation is the quintessential element of identification. The
defensive (antiterrorism) planner must know the state affiliation to anticipate
probable targets the terrorist will seek and [ his] level of sophistication. . . .

ness that, since the 1880s, terrorists have
been “playing to the audience.” That is,
those they wish to influence are not the
victim but, rather, those who witness
(usually vicariously through news media)
the act. In short, the Army’s definition
reflects progress toward creating a func-
tionally useful way to identify terrorism
as opposed to simple violence. The fact
that it will soon be replaced by the DOD
offering does not detract from its value as
an aid in understanding terrorism.

Having suggested that the search for a
fundamental definition of terrorism has
not progressed very far in the last few
years, let us turn to a prominent set of
terms which categorizes types of terror-
ism. Over the last decade, three terms
have crept into the lexicon of contempo-
rary terrorism:

e International terrorism—terrorist
acts carried out by individuals or groups
controlled by a sovereign state.

o Transnational terrorism—terrorist
acts carried out by basically autonomous
nonstate actors in countries other than
their country of origin.

o Domestic terrorism—terrorist acts
carried out by autonomous nonstate actors
against their own nationals.

While these terms were useful in the
definitional void of the mid-1970s, their
value in the 1980s is questionable. The
domestic descriptor will remain popular
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regardless of official usage. It is simply
too convenient as a label for “home-
grown” terrorists to even attempt to
replace it even though terrorist groups
having no contact with kindred spirits
from other countries are an endangered
species. The descriptors “international”
and “transnational” tend to be confusing.
International is explicit in meaning
between nations. The prefix “trans” may
mean through as well as across, with
across being the meaning in this context.
The operational utility of these terms to
the US military is questionable.

The definitions of the terms interna-
tional and transnational are burdensome
to remember without repeated reinforce-
ment through use, and few in the armed:
services have occasion to use these ter
with any frequency. Another developmetit
which adds to the confusion is the univert'
sal reference to terrorist activities carried
out by someone or some group from a dif-
ferent country as international regardless
of state affiliation.

A suggested solution to this semantlc
problem is to adopt terms which are
simultaneously self-explanatory and func- +
tionally useful. In 1984, the Army’s terror- |
ism counteraction community developed
three terms which have proven their util-
ity. The terms state-directed, state-sup-
ported and nonstate-supported reflect the
condition of the governmental affiliation
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of the terrorist group and are defined as:

e State-directed—a terrorist group
whose activities are primarily at the
direction of a government.

@ State-supported—a terrorist group
which receives substantial support from
one or more governments but whose
actions are autonomous.

© Nonstate-supported—a terrorist group
which does not receive substantial sup-
port from any government and whose
actions are autonomous. .

State affiliation is the quintessential
element of identification. The defensive
(antiterrorism) planner must know the
state affiliation to anticipate probable tar-
gets the terrorist will seek and the level of
sophistication of the enemy. Recognizing
that the logistics to support sophisticated
terrorism are available on the open mar-
ket for those who seek and have substan-
tial financial backing, the resources of a
government can still mean a great deal 1n
terms of operational capability.

Offensive (counterterrorism) planners
need to know 1f a terrorist group 1s affili-
hted with a state. The nature of that affili-
ation is paramount. The number of terror-

ist groups which do not enjoy some form of
assistance from a government is shrink-
ing rapidly. The assistance may be several
times removed (for example, country X
provides training to group Y which, in
turn, helps train members of group Z),
making the relationship less distinct, but
the relationship is still a critical factor
in planning retaliatory or pre-emptive
actions.

The porous borders of democratic na-
tions and the marvels of modern trans-
portation enable anyone to span oceans or
continents 1n a few hours. Therefore, the
earlier terms based largely on geography
have lost much of their utility for all but
the specialized analyst.

While many would agree that the
armed services devote excessive time and
effort to developing terminology and defi-
nitions, in the field of terrorism, we may
not have invested enough thought. For
DOD to adopt a definition of terrorism
which excludes the event wherein the
term originated (that 1s, the Reign of Ter-
ror 1n the French Revolution) may be
imaginative, but will it stang the test of
utility and time? ™

/

Lieutenant Colonel Donald B Vought, US
Army, Retired. 15 with the Terrorism Counterac-
tion Office, US Army Command and General
Staff College tUSACGSC). Fort Leavenworth,
Kansas He recewved a B.A from Noruwich Uni-
versity,an M.A from the University of Louisuille
and an M A from Boston Unwersity and s a
graduate of the USACGSC He has served with
Headgquarters, Central Army Group, Europe,
and with the Department of Unified and Com-

bined Operations, USACGSC j
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Lieutenant Colonelf James H Fraser Jr. is the
Department of Defense laison officer to the 1987
Pan American Games in Indianapolis, Indiana
He received a B'S [rom the Unwversity of
Nebraska and a master’s degree from Wichita
State University Huis previous assignments have
wneluded serving as commander of a Ranger
company and an assault aviation company, as
executwe officer of a combat aviation battalion
and as the chief of the Terrorism Counteraction

Offiwce, USACGSC.
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MR INSIGHTS

Second Alert: Think

Last month, Military Review presented
a general set of dos and don'ts to thwart
terrorism or minimize personal risk. This
month, we take the subject a bit deeper to
a1d your ability to cope with this threat.

~ The best counter to the terrorist threat
is you—the target. The most important
tool you have to work with is your ability
to think. But you must reorient your men-
tal processes to concentrate on the threat.
This takes a real effort, especially for
Americans, as they are not accustomed to
a high personal threat environment. You
must mentally assume the terrorist role
and analyze everything you do from his
perspective.

The terrorist is searching for a window
of opportunity. He is looking for the easi-
est way to take you out with the least risk
of failure. You may be a singular target or
a target by association—because you are
American, a soldier, and so forth. You
don’t usually have the opportunity to
know which kind of target you are, so
don't ever assume there is safety in num-
bers. What are your windows of opportu-
nity? How do you close them?

The biggest window of opportunlty is
your degree of predictability. If your
actions are predictable, you invite target-
ing. Do you go to work by the same route
at the same time each day? Do you eat
lunch at the same place repeatedly?
Chances are, if you keep notes, you will
find you are as predictable as the cows
coming home at milking time. You must
concentrate on reducing the predictability
of your presence at any one time. This
takes work. Write down in a notebook all
of the places you must frequent—work
site, home, and so forth Keep track of the
times and routes taken each day. Vary the
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times by at least half an hour, and vary
the routes taken between places as much
as major roads permit.

The second largest window of opportu-
nity is your inattentiveness to your envi-
ronment. The terrorist relies on your inat-
tention. He knows that he can get to his
target with little chance of detection
because your thinking is misoriented. You
walk across the street fumbling with your
car keys on your way to your car instead of
looking at what is going on around you.
Who is in that parked car? Why is that
man staring at me? What is that man car-
rying? If you are attentive and are aware
of your surroundings, you can vastly
reduce your window of vulnerability.

A terrorist usually will spend a great
deal of time observing his target looking
for vulnerabilities. If you are alert and
studying those around you, he may sus-
pect that you are on to him and back off.
The terrorist knows that an alert, observ-
ant target vastly increases the risk ard
reduces the chance of his success. The
same applies to his inert or area targets—:
office buildings, automobiles, restauranhs,
and the like. The more discerning the vigj
lance, the more likely it will be bypassed;
as a target. Emphasis is added to the word
discerning because it is not quantlty but
quality that counts.

All too often, one finds scores of security
forces assigned to protect an embassy or
other vital installation, and a terrorist
attack is successfully execited before
their very eyes. It happens because the:
security forces either fail to act or fail to’
apply constant and discerning vigilance to
the objects and events in their surround-
ings. But, guess what? That’s not going to
change, probably because the security
forces assume they are not a prime tar-
get—you or the other guy is. This is not
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meant to berate security personnel. The
point here is that you can't rely on some-
one else to do your thinking. Terrorism is
a high-stakes game, and all of the players,
especially you, must pay attention.

Now that you are thinking about every-
thing you do and all you see, it is time for
some action. Anything unusual must be
reported and in detail. It is remarkable
how often in the post-mortem of a terrorist
incident that a number of people come for-
ward and begin their statement with the
words, "I didn’t think much of it.at the
time, but I did notice. . . .” Usually, it is
enough information to have foreseen the
incident. Unfortunately, it is untimely
and, even if it had been reported, it would
have lacked detail. Details are important.

Learn to be precise 1n reporting what
you see. Concentrate on those unusual
things that you perceive, and get your
notes down on paper. What was the
license color or number? What was the
person wearing, how-tall, features, and so
forth? This is something you can and must
practice. To reinforce this point, describe
in detail what your spouse was wearing
yesterday.

The channels for reporting suspected
terrorist activity, as well as the dissemi-

The Alienated Soldier
and Military Reform
By Gregory D. Foster
Defense Analysis, December 1985

The military, according to Gregory D.
Foster, may unwittingly be promoting ali-
enation among its members, and the
“potential ramifications, if not fully
appreciated, could weigh heavily on the
future viability of the institution.” Foster,
writing in the December 1985 issue of
Defense Analysis, says that, in its rush to
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nation of terrorist threat information,
should receive priority attention at all
echelons of command. Reports must be
collected, analyzed and investigated
promptly. Information has to get out top to
bottom and fast if there is a threat. You,
your subordinates and family, if accompa-
nied, must be kept abreast of the threat—
WHO? WHAT? WHERE? HOW? WHEN?
The greater the threat, the more often you
update.

Don’t conceptualize the terrorist as
some mystical, unavoidable, omnipotent
giant. Nothing could be further from the
truth. The typical terrorist is stupid for, if
he were of reasonable intelligence, he
would seek to achieve his purpose by rea-
sonable means. If you are willing to accept
that terrorists are just plain dumb and are
less intelligent than you are, then you
have gained your first and most important
advantage. Remember, you are smarter
than he is, but you must use your mind to
close off his windows of opportunity.

Suggested Reading

Claire Sterling, The Terror Network: The
Secret War of International Terrorism,

attract personnel, the military "has been
especially enamored” with the idea of self-
actualization. In other words, enriched
human values in the military can only be
achieved by letting institutional members
do their own thing rather than by creating
a learning environment that challenges
individuals and expects them to achieve
their ultimate potential.

This has led to problems. The military
thinks it can achieve its objectives only
by compromising cherished standards,”
according to Foster, whereas soldiers feel
they have been “cut adrift by an institu-
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tion unable to find itself.” Foster claims
this dilemma creates a “hothouse effect”
in which alienation is permitted to thrive.

What can be done? Foster says the mili-
tary must institute both systemic and
intellectual adjustments that deal with
alienation. Specifically, the military must
deregulate, rationalize its established pol-
icies and programs, and accept compe-
tence as an ethical imperative. Also, the
military must acknowledge that the alien-
ated personality can potentially contrib-
ute to creativity, change and consensus.

Foster writes that only by doing these
sorts of things “can the military hope to
achieve the sort of institutional vitality
and enduring legitimacy that will carry it
into the 21st century.”

Foster says there is little evidence in
today’s military of a learning environ-
ment in which “totally effective socializa-
tion can flourish.” In fact, he claims the
military has traditionally lagged behind
other sectors in societal development.

There are soldiers today who would
probably perform remarkably well in com-
bat but who cannot conform to “the mun-
dane routine of garrison life.” Everyone
wants to be a general, says Foster, but few
actually can. He continues:

The frustrations of waiting for the pro-
motion system to catch up with perform-
ance . . . are acute. Such frustrations, if left
unattended, may produce institutionally
destabilizing behaviors and also may exac-
erbate the voluntary departure of individ-
zals who possess valuable wartime apti-
tudes.

Foster suggests several adjustments to
improve the system:

@ Drastically curtail regulations, de-
emphasize hierarchy and adopt a system
of "bottom-up, emergent norms which
reflect the values of those levels and indi-
viduals deemed most important . . . to the
institution.”

® Explain policies and programs to pre-
vent depersonalization.

¢ Make competence an ethical impera-
tive.
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Foster says subordinates expect their
superiors to assume responsibility equal
to the authority the superior perceives he
possesses. “Where there is a discrepancy,
a perception of normlessness and a conse-
quent feeding of disillusionment and dis-
affection are likely to result,” writes Fos-
ter.—ELH.

i

(Captain Daniel P. Bolger, in his article in this
issue, discusses criticisms of the Grenada inva-*
sion leveled by Richard Gabriel and others. The
following summary concerns an article sn which
Gabriel lays out his objections to the invasion so
the reader can compare and contrast it with what
Bolger has to say —Edutor.)

Scenes From an Invasion
By Richard Gabriel
The Washington Monthly, February 1986

Many people have written about the
success of the US military invasion of
Grenada. But Richard Gabriel, writing in
February's Washington Monthly, asserts
that the operation was a military success
“largely because it could be nothing else.”
The disparity of manpower and firepower
guaranteed that.

It would be more correct, Gabriel writes,
to view Grenada “not as a legitimate suc-
cess against a significant enemy but as a
political operation orchestrated to convey ;
the impression that the U.S. has military,
credibility,” What distresses him most i§'
that the failures that marred the invasion:
have gone generally unnoticed, not only.
by the public but also—most danger:
ously—by military planners. He writes:

That is a formula for future military
disaster. We refused to learn from Vigt-
nam; our refusal led to a decade in which
the U.S. application of military force, five -
times in all, was marked by the same -
flaws. Our refusal to learn from Grenada |
does not bode well for the future.

What we must understand, according to
Gabriel, is that Grenada demonstrated
glaring failures in our intelligence-gath-
ering and command and control capabili-
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ties and also in our ability to conduct joint
operations. Positions to be occupied by
invading forces were not adequately
known in advance, and Gabriel says
ground units found enemy positions the
hard way—"by stumbling on them.” Ade-
quate maps of the island became available
only after US forces captured them from
the enemy. The lack of proper map grid
coordinates led to the destruction of a
civilian mental hospital and a Marine
attack on an Army command post. And,
even though the invasion was laynched to
rescue US medical students, US forces had
almost no idea where the students were.

As for command and control, Gabriel
writes that US units occasionally attacked
one another and could not communicate
via radio despite deployment in the same
area. Army calls for air strikes had to be
relayed to Fort Bragg, North Carolina,
and then sent via satellite back to the
Navy commander who passed them to air
controllers aboard aircraft carriers.

Gabriel also says that the question of
whether any operation should 1nvolve
mixed forces “seems to take second place
to the desire of all four services to be
involved.” Almost every joint operation
since Vietnam has resulted either in fail-
ure or poor performance. These problems,
evident in Grenada, will stay with us "as
long as the JCS remains a jousting ground
for parochial services and interests rather
than an efficient planning mechanism,”
writes Gabriel.

In Grenada, soldiers died or were
wounded because of these blunders. Fewer
than one-third of our dead were killed by
hostile fire, Gabriel says, and 20 percent
of our wounded resulted from “friendly
fire.” No army can expect to sustain itself
in battle when more than half its dead and
one-fifth of its wounded are victims of its
own fire, writes Gabriel.

But Grenada was a political success, he
says, “insofar as almost every unit and
officer that took part (and even many who
did not) was able to enhance his career by
being awarded a medal.” Some 7,000 sol-

N

diers participated in Operation Urgent
Fury and, within weeks, the Pentagon
awarded 8,633 medals, writes Gabriel. He
adds that, if the medals awarded are com-
bined with those pending, the number.
more than doubles to 19,600.—ELH.

War: Deter, Fight, Terminate:
The Purpose of War
Is a Better Peace
By Colonet Harry G. Summers Jr.,
US Army, Retired
Naval War College Review,
January-February 1986

One of the positive benefits of the mili-
tary’s experience in Vietnam has been the
rethinking of the fundamentals concern-
ing the use of US military forces, claims
Colonel Harry G. Summers Jr., US Army,
Retired, in the January-February issue of
Naval War College Review. In this regard,
Secretary of Defense Caspar W. Wein-
berger’s principles governing the commit-
ment of US combat forces abroad are right
on target.

They hit the mark, Summers says,
because they heed Karl vort Clausewitz’s
old admonition “not to take the first step
without considering the last.” Summers
says Weinberger's emphasis on clearly
defining our political and military objec-
tives before we commit US forces to com-
bat “is long overdue.” He adds that “war
termination is given the emphasis it
deserves and winning is correctly defined
as the realization of the objectives we set
out to attain.”

It has not always been this way. In Viet-
nam, for instance, US forces succeeded in
everything they set out to do, according to
Summers. They projected a huge force
halfway around the world and sustained it
better than any force had ever been sus-
tained. “On the battlefield itself, the
Armed Forces were unbeatable,” Sum-
mers writes.

Yet, in the end, North Vietnam emerged
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victorious. “"How could the United States
have succeeded so well, yet failed so mis-
erably?” Summers asks. That disturbing
question led the Army chief of staff at that
time to convene a strategic assessment
group to reconsider the spectrum of war.
Its new definitions are now part of official
Army doctrine and are used by the
Department of Defense in issuing its stra-
tegic planning guidance.

Summers notes, however, that, since
the end of the Vietnam War, the military
has concentrated on the means of strategy.
A consensus has developed on how to deter
war, and much has been written on con-
flict prevention. Another popular topic
has been conflict control—how to fight on
the battlefields of the future. But, Sum-
mers says, war termination has been vir-
tually 1gnored. “In our fascination with
the means of strategy, we have neglected
the study of its ends—'those objects which
will lead directly to peace.™

The author cites several historical
examples to buttress his claim that we
have traditionally had problems with the

SUMMARIES

concept of war termination. In adopting
what Summers calls a “strategic defen-
sive” posture, the best our military could
hope for on the battlefield was a stalemate
while other elements of national power
were used to achieve political objectives.

He applauds Weinberger's six precondi-
tions for the commitment of US combat
forces precisely because they downplay
the defensive and give war termination its
proper emphasis: ,

@ Commit US forces only if our national
interest or that of our allies is at stake.

® If we decide to commit troops, commit
them wholeheartedly with the full inten-
tion of winning.

@ If we commit forces, have clearly
defined political and military objectives.

@ Continually reassess and adjust the
relationship between our objectives and
the forces.

® Do not commit forces without a rea-
sonable assurance of popular support from
the people and members of Congress.

@ Commit combat forces only as a last
resort.—ELH.

The Mundane Side of
AirLand Battle

The February and March 1986 issues of

Mulrtary Review provided most interesting

. insights on the background and theory of
AirLand Battle doctrine. As often happens
with high-level discussions, mundane
aspects tend to be overlooked or assumed
to be too elementary. In real-life situa-
tions, however, it is frequently the ele-
mentary which makes the difference
between success and defeat.

One such aspect in the nonlinear
maneuver battle is the inevitability of
units being cut off and forced to operate
isolated from friendly forces for undeter-
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mined periods of time. US military histor)Yi,
1s very short on experience in this type 04'
environment. There was “the lost battalt
ion” in World War I and Bataan, Corregi:
dor and Bastogne in World War II. I is
questionable whether these experiences
can form a suitable object lesson for the
new doctrine since no offensive spirit whs
displayed, or was not possible, in any of
these situations. i
The new doctrine imposes a concept
quite unfamiliar to the commander of con- '
ventional mind who, in most cases, is not

A%

. trained for—and has difficulty envision-

ing—the conditions. Therefore, neither he
nor his unit is prepared for isolated opera-
tions. In all probability, there is a lack of
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preparation at all levels of command as to
how to cope when units are separated from
the command and from each other. Aside
from this psychological and physical bar-
rier, there are mundane—but critical—
elements such as fuel and ammunition
resupply. This raises the question as to
what preparations have been made by our
North Atlantic Treaty Organization forces
with regard to the basic load at the home
station which can be moved with the unit
“when the bell rings.” Let us hope we are
not relying on the Hermann W. Gbring
concept for the resupply of Stalingrad in a
situation which is bound te be more fluid
and confusing than Stalingrad ever was.”
Another aspect quite unfamiliar to us is
the thought of "living off the land.” Sur-
vival may depend on the ability to use cap-
tured Soviet weapons when our own
* ammunition runs out, for example. How
many of our treops know how to operate
AKs, RP@Gs or surface-to-air missiles, not
to mention more sophisticated weapons?
These are matters which tend to be
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ignored or found to be outside “the way we
do things.” Yet, if not addressed, they
leave only the alternatives of annihilation
or surrender.

1 support the views of Major Glenn M.
Harned in his article, “Offensive Rear
Battle,” in the February issue. The con-
cept of using our. military police against
Soviet Spetsnoz as the linchpin in the cur-
rent rear battle doctrine is unrealistic and
may well be a carry-over of the current fad
which regards the struggle against terror-
ism as a potice function. As Harned points
qut, during Waorld War 1l in the Soviet
Union, the German military police were
utterly useless against Soviet partisans,
and special Jagdkommandos had to be
formed.

It also should be kept in mind that
Spetsnaz forces far surpass the Soviet par-
tisans of those days in skill, equipment
and mental conditioning. It is the latter
aspect which is frequently overlooked in
the force equation or quite mistakenly
classified as morale. This type of mental
cenditiening is rather different from
cheerfulness and good spirit and is proba-
bly the most critical element in operations
of this type. In order to {ight commandos
and guerrillas, one has to li¥e and think
like they do. There is nothing in our mili-
tary police training or conditioning to pre-
pare them for this task.

Lt ot Juri Raus, USAR, Refired, Bucke, Virginia

Straight Talk

The article, “Tactician, This Is Logisti-
cian. Talk to Me. Over.,” by Major George
C. Knapp Jr. (Military Review, February
1986), was superb! It was a well-written
account of a real-world problem, not just
another theory which no one can really
guestion. This is the type of writing the
Army needs!

Capt Kevin H. Piigrim, USA, Fort Knax, Kentucky

July 1988  MILITARY REVIEW



A Vote for Grant "

In his article, “"Harnessing Creativity”
Military Review, March 1986, Major
Robert L. Maginnis offered us John
Dewey’s definition of creative thinking
which, as I understand it, involves finess-
ing obstacles as opposed to using the fron-
tal attack. He then cited Ulysses S. Grant
as someone who relied on brute force or, as
Maginnis stated it, “the military prowess
of an elephant.” Maginnis went on to say
that Grant was fortunate “the govern-
ment could resource his uncreative philos-
ophy of war”—so much for the man most
responsible for the Union victory in the
American Civil War.

LETTERS

Field Manual (FM) 100-5, Operations,
states:

General Grant also understood the
essence of offensive operations. Although
he could fight direct and bloody actions
when necessary [my emphasis], he was a
master of maneuver, speed, and the indi-
rect approach. His operation south of
Vicksburg, called the most brilliant cam-
paign ever fought on American soil, exem-
plifies the qualities of a well-concewed,
violently executed offensive plan. .

FM 100-5 then illustrated the Vicks-
burg Campaign as part of the “Historical
Perspective” for “Fundamentals of the
Offense.” In addition to the Vicksburg
operation, Grant showed the same crea-
tive thinking in his earlier movements
toward Forts Henry and Donelson, the lat-
ter leading to his capture of an entire Con-
federate army (the first of three). As tothe
Chattanooga operation, the speedy con-
centration of portions of three separate
Union armies, the flexibility in the way
these armies were task-oriented, and the
audacity and surprise of the attack on the

. Confederate center are hardly character-

istics of “elephant prowess.”

I was surprised to learn from Maginnis
that there was not a full day of battle on 1
July 1863 at Gettysburg. I hope that “cre-
ativity” does not mean ignoring historica
fact. .o

Maj James D. Van Eldik, USA,
US Army ROTG Instructor Group, e‘!
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Tennessee Technological University, : AT

Maginnis Responds

1

Perhaps Major Van Eldik is correct,
about Grant in the Western Campaign,
especially at Vicksburg. Grant’s plan was
to cross the Mississippi below Vicksburg
and attack the fortress from the east after
destroying the Confederate forces in the
field. His initial actions reflect possibly
his boldest decision in the war. He decided
to defeat the Confederates separately
before they (Joseph E. Johnston and John
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C. Pemberton) could unite. He abandoned
his line of supply and moved north to
attack Johnston. Grant’s success at Cham-
pion’s Hill decisively altered the Confed-
erate effort to unite. Pemberton subse-
quently withdrew his forces behind Vicks-
burg’s ramparts.

Grant’s actions during the Henry and
Donelson Campaign were not as creative.
First, he was a subordinate to Major Gen-
eral Henry W. Halleck. It was Halleck's
plan and not Grant’s that was executed.
Second, the confusion in the Confederate
command, their lack of a "brown” navy
and a less than forceful senior commander
contributed more to the Union success
than anything Grant, Halleck or Charles
F. Smith did. This campaign was followed
by the Battle at Shiloh (Pittsburg Land-
ing), Tennessee. According to General
Don C. Buell, Grant's “record 1s silent and
tradition adverse to any marked influence
that he exerted upon the fortune of the
day.” A more creative leader would have
pursued the withdrawing Pierre G
Beauregard. Grant did not.

At Chattanooga, Grant was fortunate to
have an outstanding chief of staff and
some excellent subordinate commanders.
William T. Sherman and Joseph Hooker
were already converging on Chattanooga
when Grant assumed command, There 1s
no denying that Grant was a fierce
fighter, but his more than 2-to-1 advan-
tage and the initiative demonstrated at
the regiment and division commander
level won the battle.

The war in the East was the big war.
This was Grant’s show. If he was a crea-
tive senior leader, it should have been evi-
dent during the battles of 1864 and 1865.
Grant’s lack of creativity 1n battle was
especially evident during the Battles of
the Wilderness (5-6 May 1864), Spotsylva-
nia Court House (8-12 May 1864} and Cold
Harbor (1-3 June 1864). The tone of his
battles was set at Spotsylvania when he
wrote, “I propose to fight it out on this line
if 1t takes all summer.” That he did, one
frontal attack after another.
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Cold Harbor was the most controversial
of these battles. One of his senior officers
said, “in the opinion of a majority of its
survivors, the Battle of Cold Harbor
should never have been fought. There was
no military reason to justify it.” As a
result, Grant was labeled the “butcher.”
{Union casualties totaled 55,000 in the
battles.)

Grant was under strong political pres-
sure to force the pace of the campaign to
gain a decisive victory before the fall pres-
1dential election. Therefore, he massed an
army of 108,000 to oppose almost 70,000
Confederates. This man of inflexible pur-
pose and indomitable will later acknowl-
edged the error of his way. He confessed:

I have always regretted that the last
assault at Cold Harbor was ever made. I
mught say the same thing of the assault of
the 22nd of May, 1863, at Vicksburg. At
Cold Harbor, no advantage whatever was
gained to compensate for the heavy Ioss we
sustained.

His failure at Cold Harbor was attrib-
uted to grave miscalculations in estimat-
ing the morale and stamina of Confeder-
ate troops, the tactical skill of their com-
mander and the effectiveness of rifle fire
against troops in the opeit. He was also
overly confident 1n thinking that he could
achieve victory by pushing relentlessly as
at Chattanooga

Grant was successful because he was a
fierce battle captain. He was aggressive!
With the possible exception of Vicksburg,
he was not an innovative tactician. Even
his finesse 1n that battle can be traced to
his academy days and his study of Napo-
leon Bonaparte in 1796 when the emperor
found himself between the Austrian and
Sardinian armies in the foothills of Pied-
mont.

Van Eldik also questions when the Bat-
tle of Gettysburg began. Although sizable
elements saw some action on 1 July, the
major fighting took place on 2 and 3 July
1863

Maj Robert L. Maginnis, USA,
Fort Benning, Georgia
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CIBACKUP

Despite large expenditures to
develop sophisticated communica-
tions equipment, the French stil
maintain a 100-bird carrier pigeon

force in their army, according to The
Associated Press (AP}

The force reportedly is being
maintaned as a backup communi-
cations system. According tothe AP,
pigeon contingency pians have
been developed, and the army
maintains information on some
35,000 pigeon keepers in the coun-
try who may be calied upon to supply
birds during emergencies

The French army even exercises
the birds. Carrying on a tradition that
dates to the Franco-Prussian War in
the late 1800s, the army conducted
pigeon maneuvers employing civil-
ian pigeons and pigeon keepers a
year ago The AP says additional
pigeon maneuvers are planned —
Armed Forces Journal interna-
tional, © 1986

PROXIMITY
FUZE
INTRODUCED

A new electronic double-action
proximity fuze for mortar bombs has
beenintroduced by the Israeli manu-
facturer, Reshef Defense Technolo-
gtes Lid The fuze—calied Alpha
M787—is compatible with 60, 81,
82, 120 and 160mm mortar bombs

According to the manufacturer,
the fuze has a "peak trajectory sen-
sor” which activates the Aipha M787
only after it has begun descending.
This feature increases the safety for
friendly troops. The fuze, which can
be set for proximity or point detona-
tion, ts powered by an air-driven
alternator

MAKING ITS MARC

The US Arr Force's Military Aurfift
Command (MAC) recently took
delivery of the first of 27 self-con-
tained, air-transportable command
and control centers known as the

MAC Airlitt Control Element Reac-
tion Communication (MARC) sys-
tem.

MARC, produced by E-Systems
Inc of Dallas, Texas, consists of

a shelter that contains a wide vanety
ot command and control communi-
cations equipment Included are avi-
onics radios and secure vaice and
secure record communications data
terminals. .

Transported via MAC aircralt, the
MARC system can be operational
within two hours of delivery and
needs no special equipment tq,
assemble Developers envisiow |
MARC being deployed to an isofated* 1
arrfield at the beginning of an opera*,
tion, serving as a command and cons
trol faciity throughout the operation
and being shipped out on the last air-
craft to depart Lot

Each MARC system has tom-
munications and data processihg
equipment, a shelter, environmental
control units for heating and arr con-
ditioning and diesel-powered gener-
ators. The systems are capable of
providing high-frequency, very high-
frequency, uitrahigh frequency (UHF)
and UHF satelite communications
to user units

Additional MARC systems will be
delivered at the rate of one every
seven weeks through mid-1989,
according to E-Systems,
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LIGHT ATTACK HELICOPTER

South Africa has developed a pro-
totype light attack helicopter—the
Alpha XH1—that makes greater use
of locally developed components
Results of the helicopter's first test
fights have been evaluated, and
modifications are being made
before further tests are conducted.

The Alpha XH1 is a two-seat air-
craft with the weapons operator for-
ward and the pilot behind hum. A dis-
tinguishing feature of this attack
helicopter is the wide field of
vision—particularly downward to the
sides—offered the crew members

The main weapon is a 20mm GA7
cannon that can fire 600 rounds per
minute A thousand rounds of
ammunition are carried on board.
The gun turret is controlled through

the weapons operator’s helmet
sight. Despite a low muzzle velocity,
the GA17 rounds have an armor-
piercing capability. The GA? is
recoil-operated and can be fed from
either the teft or right side.

Other weapons can be mounted
on the Aipha XH1 as well In one
setup tested, four 7.62mm machine-
guns were mounted. The pioduction
mode! will aimost certainly carry
unguided rockets and antitank
guided missiles

The airframe is metal with compo-
nents of composite material The air-
craft also has a retractable tail
wheel A gas turbine engine report-
edly gives the Alpha XH1 speeds
comparable to similar aircraft —
Jane's Defence Weekly, © 1986.

NAVY BUYS ISRAELIRPV

The US Navy has awarded a
$25 5 mithon contract to Israel’s
Mazlat Company and its US partner,
AAIl Corporation of Baltimore, Mary-
land, for the purchase of a short-
range, hghtweight remotely piloted
vehicle (RPV) system. The Navy
reportedly will use the Israeli-devel-
oped system for over-the-horizon
shipboard reconnaissance and for
battiefield surveillance in the Marine
Corps.

The contract calls for delivery of
three RPV systems, each with eight
Pioneer air vehicles and supporting
equipment. The Navy also took an
option for six more systems valued
at approximately $50 miliion.

The Proneer RPV, which weighs
400 pounds, can operate for 5 hours
at speeds up to 100 knots. It caries
both day and night sensor packages
and can transmit real-time television
pictures over a jam-resistant data
link.

Each Pioneer system consists of
eight air vehicles, a ground station,
two portable control stations, two
remote receiver stations, launch and
recovery equipment and transport
vehicles —/International Defense
Review, © 1986

ANOTHER MOBILE
BRIDGE

The US Army has awarded a
$612,000 incremental contract for
the fabncation of a third prototype of
a new mobile assault bndge for use
inits heavy Wisions. THis prototype
wilt be identical to the previous two
developed by Bowen-McLaughfin-
York (BMY) of York, Pennsylvania.

The new system consists of a 100-
foot-span bridge with a 70-ton
capacity mounted on an M7 tank
chassis. It features a double-folding
design and uses composite materi-
als for key components toreduce the
system's weight

BMY received an original $4.9 mil-
lion contract in April 1983 covering
design and fabrication of a single
mobile bndge prototype. Another con-
tract for $19 milion was awarded in
February 1985 for the second proto-
type. The total value of the three-pro-
totype contract is nearly $8.5 miliion
considering additional increments.
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NEWS

LARGEST
MICROCOMPUTER
CONTRACT

An estimated 90,000 personal
computers will be supplied to the
four services over the next three
years under a $242 miilion con-
tract—the largest microcomputer
contract ever awarded by the US
government.

Under the terms of the contract,
Zenith Data Systems {ZDS) Cormpo-
ration will supply its 2200 personal
computer. in addition, other Depart-
ment of Defense agencies can pur-
chase personal computers under
this contract. Zenith won the con-
tract following extensive functional
tests and cost evaluations by the US
Air Force Computer Acquisition
Center, Hanscom Air Force Base,
Massachusetts. The Z200 computer
uses an Intel 80286 processor and
runis virtually alt software wntten for
the Internationat Business Machine
personal computer, as well as XT
and AT computers.

The contract calls for three Z200
versions: a dual floppy disk-drive
unit, a dual-drive unit with a 20-
megabyte hard disk-drive unit and a
hard disk-drive unit with additional
memory. Z200s will be delivered
with a vanety of penpherals, includ-
ing printers, plotters and monitors

MORE GUN
DISPLAY UNITS

In the seventh such contract
renewal since 1980, Marcor: Com-
mand and Control Systems Ltd. of
the United Kingdom recently won a
£5 million award for the production of
an additionat 1,000 gun dispiay units
for the US Army’s battery computer
system (BCS).

BCS, the Army's advanced field
artillery computer system, has led to
nearly £23.5 million in Marcon: con-
tracts over the last six years for pro-
ducing the gun dispiay units. Deliv-
enes under the latest contract will
begin this year and carry into 1988.

There is one gun dispiay unit for
each gunin a battery, and it normally
consists of a section chief assembly,
display tertminals for azimuth and
elevation, and a signal and power
distribution unit.

The Cavairy Center of Thaiand
recently completed a series of mobil-
ity and firepower tests on the TH307
medium battle tank produced by the
West German firm Thyssen Hen-
schel These trials marked the first
time the TH307 had been tested by a
non-NATO country

The That Cavalry Center report-
edly fired 130 rounds of West
German ammunition through the
Ah-105-30 main gun, including high-
explosive antitank and armor-pterc-

THAI TRIALS FOR WEST GERMAN TANK

ing, fin-stabiized discarding sabot
rounds

Another test involved removing
the power pack from the vehicle,
separating the engine and transmis-
ston, and replacing the reassembled
system The Thais accomplished
this in an hour The Thais aiso fired
at might with the TH307 fitted with a
passive television system featuring
tndividual monitors for the tank
commander and gunner —Jane's
Defence Weekly, © 1986.

DIGITAL COMPASSES

The US Navy and Marine Corps
have begun purchasing a line of digi-
tal compasses that are comparable
in ruggedness and rehability to cur-
rent gyro systems but which also
interface easily with existing naviga-
tional systems. According 1o repre-
sentatives of KVH industries of
Rhode island, manufacturer of the
digital compasses, their product
uses custom chips and microproc-
essors to provide a low-cost, no-
maintenance alternative to gyro-
compasses.

The Marine Corps 1s aiready using
a version of KVH's PC703 compass
on its LVT amphibious vehicles. The
Navy's SEAL Team © uses the
PC103 on its high-speed boats,
while the Nav-Sea Engineering unit
in Norfolk, Virginia, uses the PC202
as a backup for gyrocompasses
mounted on some large vessels
Batteries keep the PC202 operating
for up to 40 hours

KVH Industries also markets a
hand-held digital compass system
with a precision sight, push-button
trigger, built-in readout and minia-

ture flux-gate sensor This compass
1s housed in a compact, waterproof
case and includes a remote elec-
tronics unit plus cable, connectors
and mounting hardware
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SPANISH HORNETS

The first four EF18 Hornet aircraft
butlt for the Spanish air force will
soon be ferried to Zaragoza in north-
eastern Spain They are part of a
fleet of 72 of the strike fighters bunlt
by McDonnell Douglas and ordered
by Spain in 1983

The EF18 Hornet—the Spamish
version of the FA18 aircraft being
flown by the US Navy and Marine
Corps—recently completed test
fiights in St. Louts, Missouri. Spanish
ptiots began their Hornet training
with McDonneli Douglas in March

Spain is the third foretgn country
to purchase the Hornet Canada
ordered 138 of the aircrait, while
Australia ordered 75.

PATRIOT
PROCUREMENT

Fifteen Patriot arr defense system
(MR, May 1985, p 82) fire units, 770
missiles and additional spares wilt
be produced by Raytheon Company
under a recent $935.6 million con-
tractthat covers Patriot procurement
during this fiscal year

The US Army has deployed its
first two Patrrot battalions to West
Germany and activated a third
Europe-bound battalion for state-
side training The Patriot system
uses a phased-array radar for target
acquisition, tracking and missile
guidance.

TACMS CONTRACT AWARDED

Full-scale engineering develop-
ment of the US Army Tactical Missile
System (TACMS) 1s set to begin fol-
lowing the award of a $37 4 miliion
contract to LTV Aerospace and
Defense Company of Dallas The
contract, which over four years is
expected to total nearly $180 million,
calls for creation of a new conven-
tional artillery weapon that can strike
targets deep behind enemy lines
beyond the range of existing can-
nons, rockets and the Lance missile
new in service

The Army TACMS and launch pod
assembly will be compatible with the
Army's Multiple Launch Rocket Sys-
tem (MLRS). An $83 million contract
was awarded to LTV's Vought Mis-
siles and Advanced Programs Divi-
sion to integrate TACMS and its con-
taner into the MLRS iaunch vehicle

The Army envisions TACMS as a
warhead for use against personnel,
supplies and equipment. The engi-
neerning development program is
structured to incorporate future tech-
nology advances

Last year, the US Army adopted
the Bianchi International M72 hip
holster as the standard carrier for its
new Beretta 9mm handgun (MR,
Jan 1986, p 88) It recently awarded
Branchr another contract to produce
a version of the M12 holster and
ammunition pocket specifically for
use by Army general officers

The general's holster will be con-
structed of a thin, outer layer of soft,

HOLSTERS FOR GENERALS, TOO

black leather over a nonabsorbent,
closed-cell polyfoam core The
ammunition pocket will be made of
the same matenals. The holster fea-
tures a fastener to securely attach
the holster to the belt without thread-
ing

Under the cqptract, Bianchi will
deliver several thousand sets of the
new holster and ammunttion pocket
during 1986

UP PERISCOPE!

A periscope image generator
capable of simulating weather, time
of day, sea state and effects of the
earth’s curvature has been devel-
oped for use in a submarine com-
mand team training device to be
delivered soon to the British Royal
Navy

According to Ferranti Computer
Systems Ltd., developers of the
device, the periscope image genera-
tor will offer quality similar to that
seen in most flight simulators The
detailed targetimages produced can
be distorted by simulated land
masses, other targets or foreground
waves to add realism. A library of
more than 600 target types is
ncluded

The computer processor built into
the system can generate up to eight
targets simuitaneously in any field of
view Many more targets can be.
generated within the simulated 360-
degree pan of the periscope
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“RBOOK REVIEWS

U.S. FOREIGN POLICY ANO THE THIRD WORLD:
Agenda, 1985-86. Edited by John W. Sewell,
Richard E Feinberg and Valeriana Kallab 242
Pages. Transaction Books, New Brunswick, N.J.
1985. $19.95 clothbound. $12.95 paperbound.

The first miracle of this book is that the
authors and editors display no discernible ax
to grind. The second is that the editors have
adopted a unique approach in that the various
chapters form a coherent whole and not mere
pottery shards of information.

The work stresses economic factors in US
relations with the Third World. Military con-
siderations are mentioned only as they affect
favored or disfavored economic relationships.
Most works deal with this topic 1n ominous
statements concerning “multi-national corpo-
rations,” “"economic imperialism” and “the
military-industrial complex.” U.S. Foreign
Policy and the Third World approaches the
subject in a less shrill tone, focusing on domes-
tic 1deology and the needs of US workers and
industry in the development of foreign pohcy
Ninety pages of charts, tables and graphs help
to1llustrate points in the text.

A final section traces US reaction to "radi-
cal” regimes. The subject 1s easily a book in
itself. The editors survey the efforts of the last
two administrations to moderate the behavior
of immoderate regimes. Results are evaluated
with a nonpartisan scholarly attitude. It is sur-
prising at first to see South Africa grouped
with the radical regames. The working defin:-
tion, however, fits Africa’s White Tribe which
presents an interesting case regardless of defi-
nition.

The work does not provide answers, much
less an agenda for US foreign policy. It raises
questions and evaluates past performance. The
work concludes that a nonideological eclectic
approach has succeeded most often in obtain-
ing Third World objectives, at the expense of
consistency.

Failure to provide an agenda for US foreign
policy cannot be considered a major loss in the
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work. Had it provided such an agenda, it would
be obsolete by 1987. In its current form, the
book is a valuable historical work for many
years to come. It is not a book for the average
reader, but the Third World scholar cannot
afford to be without 1t.

Kevin L. Jamison, Kansas City, Missouri

SECURITY AND DETENTE: Conflicting Priorities
in German Foreign Poliey by Helga Haftendorn.
325 Pages. Praeger Pubhishers, N.Y. 1985.
$39.95.

In this rich and tightly constructed book
from a German academician, the argument is
made that the two elements named 1n the title
form the horns of an abiding dilemma for the
modern West German state. If scholars
stinctively resist attempts to incorporate
this sort of polarity into the interpretation of
complex events, the dilemma will persist:
Security and Detente goes far in explaining the
problems and opportunities of German foreign
and defense pOlle today.

The situation in Central Europe now evolve
from the courses pursued on basic questions ot‘é'
German policies after World War II. There was; "
a choice between guaranteed military security -
n the face of a predominant Soviet ground
power on the Continent and a more idealistic
course that proposed neutralizing both Germa-
nies as a prerequisite for reunifying the coun-
try. German policymakers, notably Konrad
Adenauer, opted first for security and close
union with the Western Powers that coalesced
into the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) Alhance.

Though this choice brought such clear bene-
fits as a reduction of tensions with France and
permitted a certain economic integration in
Western Europe, it also understandably
pushed into the future any hope for an early
resolution of the division of Germany. It would
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appear that any movement in favor of one
alternative excludes improvement on the
other. Yet, Helga Haftendorn shows that there
is much room for maneuver in West German
policy and demonstrates how idealism and
reality have balanced each other in German
policymaking since 1945.

Today, West Germany remains firmly rooted
in the.NATO Alliance although it 1s committed
to finding openings in the stony reserve of its
“brother republic.” This commitment to
Ostpolittk is now a common element of both
Social Democratic and Christian Democratic
Parties (and of the Free Democrats who have
run the Foreign Office during the decades of
coalition government). German governments
have had to keep one eye on Washington, D.C.,
to measure the shifts in superpower relations
that would either advance or retard their
efforts. Washington and Bonn are frequently
out of step 1n these events, but this is neither
unusual nor particularly dangerous. Common
interests make for essentially common policy.

Keeping its goals of security and continuing
contacts with the East compatible is the chal-
lenge of West German policy in the 1980s, con-
cludes Haftendorn. Thus far, our German
allies have managed themselves well.
Whether the postwar generations will resist
renewed Soviet efforts to dissociate the West
German brother from its security base will
determine the future success of this balancing
act 1n the middle of Europe. This still portends
much for the alliance as a whole.

Alfred M. Beck,
Dffice of Air Force History,
Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D.C.

BOY COLONEL OF THE CONFEDERACY: The Life
and Times of Henry King Burgwyn Jr. by Archie
K. Davis. 406 Pages. University of North Carolina
Press, Chapel Hill, N.C. 1985 $29 95

What new subjects can be divined from the
most scrutinized war 1n American history?
Archie K. Davis, a retired banker from Win-
ston-Salem, North Carolina, has discovered
some new ground to plow with his Boy Colonel
of the Confederacy. His subject, Henry King
Burgwyn Jr., would not appear 1n most of the
great works. He only commanded a regiment of

North Carolina Volunteers—the 26th Infan-
try—and that for less than a year.

Burgwyn's distinction wag not that he com-
manded 800 soldiers well, which he did, but
that, when commissioned a lieutenant colonel
at the age of 19, he became the youngest colo-
nel in the Confederate Army. When the Civil
War began, young Burgwyn had already
earned a bachelor’s degree from the University
of North Carolina and was in his last months of
study at Virginia Military Institute (VMD. He
would have earned a second degree, graduat-
ing first in his class. The outbreak of war inter-
rupted his studies and, along with most of the
VMI students, he entered service to his state
within the next month.

The 26th North Carolina Volunteers was
commanded by Colonel Zebulon B. Vance, soon
to be elected governor of North Carolina.
Burgwyn was elected second in command.
Vance's movement into the governor’s office
made way for Burgwyn to become the com-
mander of the regiment at the age of 21.

Davis describes the meteoric career of the
boy colonel beautifully. Meticulous 1n his
research without becoming laborious, his style
moves easlly from the larger events of the
Civil War to the lesser battles at New Bern,
Washington and Fort Macon in eastern North
Carolina. In that arena, Burgwyn led the 26th
North Carolina and trained his men in prepa-
ration for more important battles. Like
Thomas J. Jacksen, his mehtor at VMI,
Burgwyn was a stern disciplinarian but was
respected by his men.

The great moment for the 26th North Caro-
lina came on 1 July 1863 at Gettysburg.
Burgwyn had moved his troops from the North
Carolina defenses to join Robert E. Lee’s army
for an invasion of the North. On the first day of
the Battle of Gettysburg, the 26th North Caro-
lina attacked Solomon Meredith's “Iron Bri-
gade” of Michigan soldiers. In its charge across
the Emmitsburg Road and up the wooded
slopes of McPherson’s Ridge, the 26th drove
three Union regiments from their positions. Of
the 800 soldiers who made the charge, 708 fell,
among them Burgwyn. His regiment would
hold the dubious distinction of sustaining the
highest casualty rate of any regiment at Get-
tysburg, and in the Civil War.

Davis' work captures the reader’s attention
from beginning to end. He uses letters and dia-
ries from the Burgwyn family masterfully,
integrating them with official records, regi-
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mental histories, battle studies and newspaper
accounts. The portrait he draws of Burgwyn 1s
one of an exceptional young man, mature
beyond his years, and an outstanding combat
leader. The book is more than a biography—
Davis depicts the political and social ethos of
the Southern white slave oligarchy, describing
the phenomenon with balance and objectivity.

Civil War students will want to read this
work. It is well-researched, clearly written and
entertaining. It deserves a prominent place in
the military historian’s library.

Ch {Maj) William L. Hutham, USA,
Office of the Chief of Chaplains, Washington, D.C.

ANATOMY OF A WAR: Vietnam, the United
States and the Modern Histerical Experience by
Gabriel Kolko. 628 Pages. Pantheon Books, N.Y.
1985. $25.00.

This 1s one of the most comprehensive exam-
inations of the Vietnam War yet written.
Gabriel Kolko has gone far beyond the obvious
military, political and economic aspects of the
war to explore in-depth the causative factors
leading to the end result. The examination
covers four decades of history and looks at the
Communists, South Vietnam, the United
States and worldwide forces impacting on the
struggle.

The book 1s summed up very well in the
introduction when the author states:

War is not sumply a conflict between armzes;
more and more it 1s a struggle between compet-
wng social systems incorporating the political,
economic, and cultural institutions of all rwals.

He goes on to say that the longer a war lasts
the more likely 1t will be decided outside the
arena of arms and battles This latter state-
ment is certainly true of the Vietnam experi-
ence.

Those interested in a history of battles and
campaigns will be disappointed. Anatomy of a
War looks beyond the outward manifestations
of events and examines such diverse topics as
land reform, peasant motivations and alle-
gances, social and political structure, military
tactics and strategies, the impact of the war on
all of the national life of the participants, dom-
inant personalities and many other factors.
The sociological forces working on all parties
are particularly emphasized.

L]
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Many American readers with vested inter-
ests 1n the war will not agree with much of
what is said. The picture portrayed by Kolko
lays the blame for what transpired directly at
our feet. In his view, we never understood
Vietnamese society or our own pelitical, mili-
tary and economic liabilities in a protracted
war. In fact, one of the few weaknesses of the
book 15 that Kolko goes too far in crediting the
Communists with understanding, dedication
and military powers. On the other hand, nei-
ther the US nor South Vietnamese govern-
ments were as venal as the author would have
us believe.

Kolko is one of the foremost writers on US
history and foreign affairs today. A natomy of a
War will add to his credentials. It is a well-
documented, comprehensive book of interest to
anyone wishing to study the Vietnam War in
all of its ramifications.

LtCol John A. Hardaway, USA,

Di of A perations, USACGSC

HERO OR COWARD: Pressures Facing the Sol-
dier in Battle by Elmar Dinter. 197 Pages. Frank
Cass & Co., Totowa, N.J. 1985. $24.00 cloth-
bound. $12.50 paperbound

The longer an army goes without a war, the
more important books such as Hero or Coward:
Pressures Facing the Soldier in Battle become.’
In that regard, the focus of this small book 1s
critical. Elmar Dinter, a West German-Bun-
deswehr artilleryman, staff officer and lecturer },
at the British Staff College, seeks to respond to Z
the t:meless question of why some soldierq’
fight well while others flee. Ideally, Dinter’s*
answers will aid every soldier to predict his or .’
her individual reaction to the physical and"
psychological pressures of combat.

The principal objective of the study ig to
1dentify, define, compare and prioritize the
truly decisive pressures of combat. In doing so,"
Dinter outlines standards for the most effec-
tive means of organizing, training and, most
important, leading soldiers on the modern bat-
tlefield. Nevertheless, as intriguing as the
book appears, especially after scanning its
table of contents (chapters on stress, psychiat-
ric casualties and effects on the commander), it
is not without its problems, several of them
serious. ’
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anthologies which gives the impression
(intended or not) that the problems of the
nuclear arms race are entirely of US origin and
could be solved by our unilateral action. The
editors make clear that the Soviet view of war
is quite different from the views that are domi-
nant in the West. The Soviets stress the tradi-
tional pursuit of victory, inspired by a mixture
of Karl von Clausewitz and Marxism-Lenin-
sm.

A wide number of topics are addressed, with
sections on history, strategy, arms control
both the process and the agreements them-
selves), strategic defense, intermediate-range
systems, alliance problems and future possibil-
ities. Bibliographies are provided at the end of
each major section. A very good introductory
essay by the editors pulls these together and
explains concepts in a way which is both thor-
ough and concise. Though the book presents a
cross section of views, the balance favors those
who wish to strengthen the United States’
strategic posture with active defenses and
counterforce strategies rather than trust to
assured destruction or arms control.

William R. Hawkins,
The South Foundation, Knoxvitle, Tennessee

TEN DAYS TO DESTINY: The Battle for Crete,
1941 by G C. Kiriakopoulos. 408 Pages. Frank-
lin Watts, N.Y. 1985. $18.95.

The successful German attack on Crete was
one of the most dramatic episodes of the Euro-
pean war When it was over, the British had
sustained a major defeat which produced the
first serious criticisms in parliament of Win-
ston Churchill’s leadership. Only later did 1t
become clear that the cost of victory had been
ruinously high for the Germans.

BOOK REVIEWS

Subsequently, historians were to speculate
on the foregone opportunity represented by
Germany’s failure to capitalize on Great Brit-
ain’s precarious position in the Middle East in
1941. Later, it would become apparent that
Ultra intelligence had given the British a
remarkably clear picture of German plans and
capabilities, leading Churchill to anticipate a
defensive victory instead of the debacle that
took place.

G. C. Kiriakopoulos is not interested 1n
these larger issues (his bibliography, remark-
ably, includes none of the relevant studies oh
the impact of Ultra on British strategy and
operations except F. W. Winterbotham’s long-
superseded memoir The Ultra Secret). He has
concentrated, instead, on the battle itself,
building his account on published materials.
His writing is vigorous and clear. He has high-
lighted the fact that Greek troops and Cretan
islanders played a role in the fighting, a fact
that is not much stressed in British and Com-
monwealth accounts.

The practice of turning third person narra-
tion into direct dialogue doubtless adds, as the
author claims, to the drama of his account.
But, in fact, what the battle for Crete requires
18 not a highly dramatic writing style but
searching analysis. Why exactly did Bernard
C. Freyberg and his subordinate commanders
handle-—and lose~—the battle as they did? Was
the prime minister correct in his feeling that
the British army lacked the determination 1t_
had shown in 1914-18? Or was the explanation '
that prewar British training and doctrine pro-
duced operational skills weaker than those of
the Wehrmacht? Y

In Ten Days to Destiny, Kiriakopoulos has }
done a good job of telling his readers what hap: ;.
pened on Crete. 1t would be nice if the next
author to tackle the subject asked why. '

Raymond Calfahan,
Department of History, University of Delaware
4
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ALTERNATIVE MILITARY STRATEGIES FOR THE FUTURE.
Edited by keith A Dunn and Wilham 0. Staudenmaier 236
Pages Westview Press, Boulder, Colo 1985. $25 50
PILLBOXES: A Study of UK Defences, 1940 by Henry Wills 98
Pages David & Charles, North Pomfret, Vt. 1985 $25 00
STUDIES IN COMMUNIST AFFAIRS: Volume 6: The Soviet
Union: What Lies Ahead?: Military-Political Affairs in the
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1980s. Edited by Major Kenneth M. Currie and Major Gregory
\arhall 800 Pages US Government Printing Office, Washing-
ton, D C 1985

AN HONORABLE PROFESSION: The Life and Times of One of
America's Most Able Seamen: Rear Adm. John Duncan Bulke-
ley, USN by Bruce M. Bachman. 232 Pages Vantage Press.
N'Y 1985 $14.95
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